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Tour letter C f 5/25 was a waiting on my return from Frederick* in ssMsgton inter 

today I stall r i- 1 1. this r - r 1 „ »nn T ‘ n ; i-.+.pTm.r.-H i. >. ,, ^ T . . 

! - 1 aaa ocne uaieu to reoxy. 

~ uel . sve your cone era ■warrant a it* 

1 h ' : ‘ rs in the Past made clear -ay attitude to -shat I considered then and still 
consider premature use of the arcgive. *rom the time Manchester had access to it 
.hsre was no question in my mind i could also, I stayed away because it -as then 
* n “ °y ea ;T1DJ “ S i* mw ay belief fust interest in 1. would discourage further de- 
classification. i have dons further t lings with reenact to this I do not now h«ve 
ti ie to e>o into. 


-f 13! 


- Y 3m certainly know that I share your te sic philosophy about ho approach all 
working on this have, Hemember, without knowledge of what you had learned, 1 grve 
you access^ to mine, Rerascber, like you and without doubt earlier, I offered i t; to 
hauvege. This happened last illy, when the 'Washington correspondent of Ms puper 
pu-. us together by phone. You heard me do it again this winter from your own phone. 


You .--Is- 


i.vXIO if 


th&t until I 


£ro?n yoiijf x iiscl no ;-rnowfe oj? ?-?.ttyons 210^7 

Her Oil fell UHlSSS h.an Q.'*. j'Hori rfi TTffvvi r-’/s 


*orkii.*g on tills subject, o’ her Mum Lans ? unless someone had earlier giren n:e the 
minority of One, to which I no not. subscribe. You .Iso know that aKce°i for those 


ox one, to which I no net suoscrise. xou ***,» UU mv «*ue » xor tr.« 

things you suggested I sdd, none basic but all helpful, this book is entirely 'ray 
om mTk * 41 treraenduous effort that was completed well before anyone else’s, 3ow 

f C. "U.. Y*r.^'rv~ — 5 S -‘ ! ~ ■ '• 1 ' - 


1 fin rl myself sc 


i\53 ed by 


with plage rising the entire 


- ■ ■ - - ■» ••■**• (““o’- — “us voting, as aes 

asd further uncomplimentary things of both a personal rad professional nature to 
sey, “*y reply to Ms i t er restricted itself entirely to fact, and eventually you 
wl ! i8£ ’»* 1 h °P £ frtyn h ---f exactly hew vile he was. In response to ay letter, 
which answered his slanders from the record and with fact, under date of htey 20 
I received this letter ; : hica I will quote you in its entirety; 

n U‘r, Harold ’Vaisberg, Cooking Charaption ( and 1 h ve no idea of the source of this, 
for while it is accurate, it is not on the letterhead 1 used) etc.,. I wish to 
•answer to each and every point you made not only in your letter to ms but in aiat 
is slowly b come your notorious correspondence to others, .il 1 these answers ere; 
Sire, you are mad." That is the whd&ft letter, Chat he refers to as my ’’notorious 
correspon.ee* I can only imagine, and 1 imagine it is bans, who Ms b okefi do-m in 
two letters, one I answered earlier and one I received today, lane has left all my 
specifications of inac uraey in his claims and those of Holt stand unchallenged. I 
told him I had mors important and worthwhile things to do thafe engage/ in name- 
celling 1 which he initiated and to which I did not reply in kind) "and I certainly 
ho’-e he did, - h? ve not and do not intend to reply to -mini ’ s letter, A mad a 
pretty broad hint that ha not print ‘he correspondence, for that would force me 
to defend myself in public, it ich would hurt hi , sad even now this 1 do not desire. 

1 have had a pleasant note from Selundrla and answered it in kind, nak5.no no 

reference to his treatment of the FBI report, which I have discussed with you, I 
aven more regard this a a major blunder, and I believe that is the kindest face" 



I can put on it. You are aware of all of this, for I have gone into it at some 

length, You know my belief is much worse. 


You know I rejected the Norton offer because they demanded I charge conspiracy 

End organize the book around that. %s if, not because - have any doubt there 
was a conspiracy to kill there President, for there is no doubt at all. But I could 
not, with integrity, charge this conspiracy without charging the minimum of two 
mcro that I am confident existed and that my book proves. I need not tell you at 
what personal cost I did this, likewise, I could not go into Sslsndria’ s use of the 
f®* report without attacking him with all the strength I could muster far whst 
A believe to be the completely dishonest way in which he handled it. Instead, if 
you will look at ay postscript e-gain, you will find that for no conceivable literary 
reason 1 carefully included the date on which I first saw the FBI report, March 30. 
Is the record stands, I have acknowledged, for whatever wine it has for him, that 
Salsndria had his use of the FBI report in print before I saw it. I submit if I 
did anything dishonest, la was only in not clo o' ering him in the book. But I 
certainly hive cckcwladged, in the book, that he had it first. I just do not see 
how he or Amcni cannot see that I had no other purpose in giving the date, for it 
served none, mp own purposes being accomplished by the use of the phrase that I saw 


xt ws.ll sxtar t: 




edit an. You will ever 


xu 


=rs to Hoi 


wane’s claim I specifically declared I was ro-i 


:-he first to see this r&oov- 


disputing 


Further on f aland, rio, 1 undertook to introduce his notorial to Britain, 3rd after 
I told the correspondent of the London Sunday Telegraph about it he phoned Salsndria, 
got copies of his articles, and sent them to his paper, wfaich was then considering 
sarioli gabion of ray book . This is the act of amen who wants to hurt Salandria? 


My attitude is f 3 
important to me. 


3ame as yours . 


this morning told you of something that is 


especially since I ©ay soon bo defending ajs elf against Sod knows 


what, yet t: e suppression of the autopsy papers in Document 371 is as® thing, 


is st 


T 


>f ray knowledge, was ray "discovery'’, to use Lane s word. 1 told you what 


SU3 I 


or the i ilia a uao 
Jertainly those things, if 


sent you my carbon on ...u letter 
none other, establish ay attitude 


that is doing something about my book about iSpsteiu’ 
They had no knowledge of it until 1 told them, and t 


i lu-Vft not yot delivered. 
>. I even told a paper 
, and it nay hurt as severely, 
ay have a copy. 


igsin an Salandri; 

di in * t , 


if you’ LI compare our quotations of the FBI report. 


y.iseztUBO o li i a a 


used wh&t 
a-.’i rnard. 


» 

he Han't, so .j. uao ; 'Vpax ho ox i o Lbur 
are your friends, possibly at seme time you any find it convenient for the lawyer 
to undertake to explain to the editor the meaning of libel ana slander. It aay save 
his publication for hir 
he directed at me. 


if he assaults others ith the venom and irresponsibility 


• no cone .uuxng sentence in my letter* or : -*sy 19 x. 

fied if you will restrain the public inaccuracies 
my lecture, also earlier in my letter. He says. 


<6 ne xs. 


His letter 

"I fully accap 


’1 will be entirely setis- 


tna 


fd. acknowledges 


ihiaii you close" 


he agrees our effort end "or 


he spirit in 
rgy be ooasuraed ia that effort 


i to bring oui the facts- HT) than in claiming credit for that which still remains 
undone." He also asks that I cal any inaccuracies In his book to his attention, a 
request that relates to thr future, I do sot expect him to behave as he promises. 

I do not plan to answer Ms letter, either. 


plan. 


can. 


sexxa a copy of my cock 


McClelland, 


let tei 


asking about, his left-temole statement and his .testimony. There are two sprays 
. . ... _ . _ . . . h ... ... . ... 


of reddish material from the President’s teaifiXa, none that could have landed in 
the car, and one fairly straight to tbs front that could hove some from the left 
temple. I find the? explosion entirely, inconsistent with the Huiaes testimony, but 
have no way of disputing it with say own knowledge, which is nonexistent. I just 
cannot see how a bullet in the alleged trajectory could have done it. 



